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2. 

REMARKS 

This amendment has been amended to make it compliant. More 
specifically, claims IS to 20 have been amended to show the 
f deleted subject matter by strikethrough instead of by brackets, 
t Please amend the application as follows: 

in the claims: ^ 
Amend claims 1, 2 and 15 to 20 in the manned shown in the 
ClAim amendments. 

claims 1 to 22 remain in the application. 
Claims 1 and 15 to 20 have been amended to njore clearly 
define the invention and to more explicitly distinguish the 
/• invention over the prior art cited by the examiner, claims 15 to 
20: have also been amended to use language conforrrjing to the 
language used in the specification. Claim 2 has bjeen amended to 
J make the claim properly dependent on claim 1. ! 

The examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider his 
rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by us pat- 6|061,957 to Takashima. Claim 1 now cajlls for an 
an(iular plant support wall to form a generally annular enclosure. 
This annular wall is said to have an opening theijein providing 
actess both to the annular enclosure and to the inner surface of 
thfe wall. Pat, '957 does not disclose such a wal^ if tube 44 in 
ji . Fi^. 2 of the patent is taken as providing the aijnular wallp this 
|:;: wall has no opening therein to the interior ther4of . if walls 66, 
|; 70' and 68 in Fig. 2 of the patent are taken as equivalent to 
|; applicant's wall, these walls do not define an afjnular wall. An 
f-:: kn^ular wall is one formed between inner and out4r cylinders and 
I :; thb walls 66, 70, 68 are not cylindrical. : 

Claim 1 now also calls for mounting means orj the inner 
sulrface of the annular wall for use in supporting plants within 
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the enclosure. Pat. '957 shows no equivalent structure. Pat. '957 
mounts the plants outside of the annular wall of Ithe tube 44 so 
no mounting means are required inside the tube on its inner 
su^-faice. since claim 1 has the features of an opehing in an 
anijiular wall providing access to within the wall,| and mounting 
me^ns on the inner surface of the annular wall, k^oth.of which 
features are not shown in the patent, it is believed that claim 1 
is not now anticipated by patent '957 and the rejjection under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) in view of this patent should be wijthdrawn. 

Applicant's growing unit provides an annular; wall in the 
center of which, along its longitudinal axis, is a l^ght source. 
Th^ plants, mounted on the inner surface of Ithe a,nnular wall, all 
directly face the light source and are generally 
it. in Pat. '957, the plants are mounted outside 
all i^ace away from the light source, it is hard tjo see how light 
inithis patent can pass from the light source to reach the 
rejpliBctor to shine back on the exposed part of the plants since 
th^ root bags 98 holding the plants appear to be idi recti y between 
thfe light source and the plants. However, if somd light can pass 
by: the root bags, a reflector is needed to reflect the light back 
onjto.the plants. Applicant's unit, having the plants on the inner 
surface of the annular wall directly facing the "light source is 
liiubh; simpler and more efficient than the unit injpat. '957. 

Applicant's annular wall also as the advantage of protecting 
thie plants since they are inside the wall, in th4 unit shown in 
Pak. '957, the plants are outside the annular tube 44 within 
stjills and a further outside enclosure comprising walls 66, 68 
anjd 70 is needed to provide protection to the plJints. Thus the 
unit in the Pat. 957 is much more complicated in construction 
tNan applicant's unit and thus more expensive. 

The examiner is also requested to reconside^ his rejection 
of claims 2-5, 10, 11, 15-20 under 35 U.S.C. lOsia) as being 
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4. 

unpatentable over Pat. '957 in view of J P 4011483ilA. These 
clAinis are all dependent either directly or indirjectly on claim 
1. claim 1 is believed to patentably distinguish lover Pat. '957 
applied under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) in calling for an jannular wall 
haying an opening therein to provide access to th'e annular space 
en<:ldsed by the wall and to provide access to the inner surface 
of ^ the wall. Pat. '957 does not disclose such a Wall, claim 1 
al$o calls mounting means on the inner surface of the annular 
wall for use in supporting plants on the wall. P^. *957 does not 
disclose any mounting means on the inner surface |of an annular 
wall. Applicant's construction faces the plants ilnwardly toward 
th^ light whereas the unit in Pat. '957 faces th^' plants 
ouiwardly away from the light. Since claim 1 calljs for features 
noi sihown, or even suggested, by Pat. '957, and s;ince claims 2-5, 
10 4 %1, 15-20 are all dependent on claim 1 it is jbelieved that 
th^s^ claims patentably distinguish over the cite|d art for the 
sa^e ireasons. The rejection of these claims undeH 35 U.S.C. 
10^(4) 1s therefore not well taken and should be withdrawn. 

;jThe examiner is further requested to reconsijder, the 
re|e4tion of claims 6-9, 12-14 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unj>a^entable over Pat. '957 as modified by DP Pajt. '131 and 
fuKher in view of U.S. Pat. 5,228,235. Again, thjese claims are 
de()erident indirectly on claim 1 and since claim is believed to 
paieritably distinguish over Pat. '957 as applied junder 35 U.S.C. 
lO^a) for the reasons given in the preceding paijagraph, claims 
6-9, ; 12-14 are also believed to patentably distiriguish thereover. 

:The examiner is also requested to reconsider his rejection 
of ci aims 21, 22 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being iunpatcntable 
ov^r '957 as modified by 3P Pat. '131 and further} in; view of U.S. 
Pat. :3, 458, 951. Claims 21, 22 are dependent on c'^aim 1 either 
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difectly or indirectly and since claim 1 is be! levied to 
paientably distinguish over pat. '957 as applied lunder 35 U.S.C. 
lOKai) for reasons given in second last preceding paragraph, 
cl^inis 21, 22 are also believed to patentably dis.tinguish 
th^rciover. ; 
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